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Reviewer’'s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and
highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write
his/her feedback here)

Compulsory REVISION comments Kindly check the statements. The use of “we” and “I" in the introduction and the 1. | corrected it accordingly.
abstract. 2. | cited those researches accordingly.
In Section “ The Global Imperative to Address Poverty and Environmental 3. ?hl zla_?de(tzl more and more recent updated literature and tried to clarify
P . ; : ) is literature.
fr)]egrasatl?n dCan you please cite those researches, since its very necessary; for 4. 1 added suitable figures and tables.
esa _e 0 “rea ers. o ) ) 5. | added many more references, specifically recent updated literature.
In sgcnon Three Theorllzatlons Qf _the Relatloqshlp between querty and 6. |revised it accordingly.
Environmental Degradation”. This is an interesting part of the script. | suggest,
you should redevelop this section by avoiding talking about only one person’s idea.
There is supposed to be a link between his/her idea based on factual ideas from
different perspectives from different persons. Clarify this section with more
literature.
| do not see any figures and tables in the review which is very important. | therefore
recommend author/authors to see some recent reviews published and put some
nice 5 to 10 overview figures. Readers mainly decide to read or cite on the basis of
figures (attractive figures are key for the article to be successful). Authors are also
encouraged to draft 3 to 4 tables from their available data to strengthen the article.
References are too small for this article since this area is not new.
| have also attached your manuscript with track changes pointing out some minor
errors in the script. Kindly revise accordingly.
I will look forward reading your article (it is on a nice topic).
Minor REVISION comments
Optional/General comments
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)

No ethical issues are concerned.

Created by: EA Checked by: ME

Approved by: CEO Version: 1.6 (10-04-2018)




